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The Nisqually Watershed 1 Overview

RCW 90.94.020 Planning Process in WRIA 11
Sub-basin Delineations

Consumptive Use Estimates

Offsets T Micro and Macro (NEB) Approach
Offset Projects and Policies

Next Steps
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Data derived from: General Land Use - WA Department of
Commerce (Puget Sound Mapping Project - Pierce and
Thurston Counties), Lewis County, Nisqually Watershed
Planning Unit; Sub-basins - Nisqually Indian Tribe

Note: WA Department of Commerce General Land Use
categories and symbology were used on this map except
for the Intensive Rural category which was added by the

Nisqually Watershed Planning Unit. Areas identified as
Intensive Rural are Limited Areas of More Intensive Rural
Devel (LAMIRDsS) ¢ with the hingte

State Growth Management Act.

Nisqually Indian Tribe

Cartography by: J.Cutler, 12/18/2018




History of Collaboration

Nisqually River Council 1 1987
2003 Nisqually Watershed Plan
Plan Addendum in Response to RCW90.94.020

Nisqually Tribe T Planning Unit Lead

RCW90.94.020 - 3000 gpd T maximum daily
consumption per connection

Adopted by Ecology i February 1, 2019



IMPLEMENTING GOVERNMENTS

Nisqually Indian Tribe - LEAD
Thurston, Pierce and Lewis Counties

OTHER PARTICIPANTS
Cities of Lacey, Olympia, Yelm

Town of Eatonville

Thurston PUD

WDFW, WA Dept of Ag, Ecology
Nisqually River Council Citizens Advisory
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WRIALIC Basic-Steps 1o, Implementing ‘RCW.90.94.,020

Interim Guidance
for Determining Net
Ecological Benefit

Dept of Ecology
June 2018
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impacts to instream resources from the
proposed 26year new domestic permit
exempt water use at a scale that allows
meaningful determinations of whether
proposed offsets will be #ime and/or in
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If available, estimates of:
-Timing of impacts
-Proportion of flow impacted
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from actions [projects and policies]
designed to restore streamflow will offset
and exceed projected impacts from new
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1. Define and Delineate Appropriately Sized Sub-basins

2. Estimate 20-Year Population Growth and New Dwelling
Units

3. Calculate New Domestic Permit-Exempt Connections

4. Estimate Consumptive Use (3 methods)

5. ldentify Projects and Actions to Offset 20 years of
Consumptive Use

6. Quantify/Develop Projects and Actions as Offsets
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Impacts of permiexempt use on streamflow
t Little Spokane River Watershed

Modeled average reduction in flow (cfs)
during July, August, September at
Dartford Gage

2005 -0.26 145
2006 -1.42 -13.4
2007 -0.44 -14.4
2008 -1.72 -21.8
A, S 2009 -2.35 -24.6
2010 -1.08 -19.6
2011 -1.01 -30.7
2012 -0.56 -27.3

2013 -0.58 -29.4



